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DETAILED ACTION 
Request for Continued Examination 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on May 27, 
2005 has been entered. An action on the RCE follows: 

2. This office action is made in response to applicant's amendment filed on April 28, 
2005. Claims 10, 15, 17 and 21 are cancelled, claims 1,5, 9, 16,18, 19, 20 and 26 are 
amended, claim 27 is new, and claims 1-9, 1 1-14, 16, 18-20 and 22-27 are currently 
pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1 . 5. 9. 1 1 -1 3. 1 6. 1 8. 1 9. 20, 22-24. 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Okamoto et al (newly cited, US 6.088,481). 
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4. As to claims 1 , 5, 18 and 19, Okamoto et al teach a handwritten character input 
device associated with a method and a storage medium readable, the handwritten 
character input device comprising: 

an operation screen unit (a tablet incorporating display and input combined 1 , fig. 
3) hereinafter the touch display tablet 1 ; 

a first control circuit (a front end processor 2, fig. 3); 

an operation mode selecting unit (a main control portion 3 selects at least two 
mode such as a handwriting erase portion 6 and a handwriting display portion 5, fig. 3); 

a first mode (an erase mode/the handwriting erase portion 6, fig. 3) is settable to 
provide a first function (an erase function, fig. 3) corresponding to the touch operation 
including "the handwriting erase portion 6 erases the handwriting display area" (a touch 
position without displaying a marker as claimed, fig. 3, col. 7, lines 15-16); 

a second mode (a writing mode/the handwriting display portion 5, fig. 3) is 
settable to provide a second function (a writing function, fig. 3) including a handwriting 
display area of a prescribed size (a touch position of a pen generates displaying the 
marker as claimed) allowing display of handwriting of in the area (col. 7, lines 3-6), if the 
device is in a character input and editing mode (if the touch operation is detected on the 
display screen tablet 1 , col. 6, line 65), one person of ordinary skill in the art to 
understand that the writing mode is not effective (without executing) to the erasing 
mode, while said main control portion 3 has selected mode. 
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5. As to claims 9, 16 and 20, Okamoto et al teach a handwritten character input 
device associated with a method and a storage medium readable, the handwritten 
character input device comprising: 

an operation screen unit (the touch display tablet 1, fig. 3); 

a first control circuit (a front end processor 2, fig. 3); 

an operation mode selecting unit (a main control portion 3 selects at least two 
mode such as a handwriting erase portion 6 and a handwriting display portion 5, fig. 3); 

a first mode (an erase mode/the handwriting erase portion 6, fig. 3) is settable to 
provide a first function (an erase function, fig. 3) corresponding to the touch operation 
including "the handwriting erase portion 6 erases the handwriting display area" (a touch 
position without displaying a marker as claimed, fig. 3, col. 7, lines 15-16); 

a second mode (a writing mode/the handwriting display portion 5, fig. 3) is 
settable to provide a second function (a writing function, fig. 3) including a handwriting 
display area of a prescribed size (display the marker as claimed) allowing display of 
handwriting of in the area (col. 7, lines 3-6), if the device is in a character input and 
editing mode (if the touch operation is detected on the display screen tablet 1 , col. 6, 
line 65), at step S15 (fig. 28), it is determined whether or not there is any handwriting, 
when there is handwriting and the prescribed time has passed, that is, when no 
operation for the prescribed time after writing is detected, end of writing operation is 
determined (fig. 28, col. 15, lines 9-13), one person of ordinary skill in the art to 
understand that the writing mode is not effective (without executing) to the erasing 
mode. 
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As to claims 1 1 , 12, 22 and 23, Okamoto et al teach at step S15 (fig. 28), 
it is determined whether or not there is any handwriting, when there is 
handwriting and the prescribed time has passed, that is, when no operation for 
the prescribed time after writing is detected, end of writing operation is 
determined (fig. 28, col. 15, lines 9-13). At step S17, handwriting erase 
processing is carried out (col. 15, lines 17-19). 

As to claims 13 and 24, Okamoto et al teach the touch display panel 1 (fig. 
1 ) as a pointing device. 
6. As to claims 26 and 27, Okamoto et al teach a handwritten character input device 
associated with a method, the handwritten character input device comprising: 
an operation screen unit (the touch display tablet 1 , fig. 3); 
a first control circuit (a front end processor 2, fig. 3); 

an operation mode selecting unit (a main control portion 3 selects at least two 
mode such as a handwriting erase portion 6 and a handwriting display portion 5, fig. 3); 

a first mode (an erase mode/the handwriting erase portion 6, fig. 3) is settable to 
provide a first function (an erase function, fig. 3) corresponding to the touch operation 
including "the handwriting erase portion 6 erases the handwriting display area" (a touch 
position without displaying a marker as claimed, fig. 3, col. 7, lines 15-16); 

a second mode (a writing mode/the handwriting display portion 5, fig. 3) is 
settable to provide a second function (a writing function, fig. 3) a handwriting display 
area of a prescribed size (display the marker as claimed) allowing display of handwriting 
of in the area (col. 7, lines 3-6), if the device is in a character input and editing mode (if 
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the touch operation is detected on the display screen tablet 1 , col. 6, line 65), one 
person of ordinary skill in the art to understand that the writing mode is not effective to 
the erasing mode. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2-4 and 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Okamoto et al in view of Lichtenstein (previously cited, US 5,428,417). 

As to claims 2 and 6, Okamoto et al teach all of the claimed limitations of 

claims 1 and 5, except for the touch display tablet 1 is connected to a display 

device via a connecting module. 

However, Lichtenstein teaches a touch display panel 19 (fig. 1) is 

connected to a display device (a projector 10, fig. 1) via a connecting module 

(control electronics 16, fig. 1). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 

time of the invention to replace the touch display tablet 1 in Okamoto et al with 

the touch display tablet 19 (fig. 1) is connected to the display device (the 

projector 10, fig. 1) via a connecting module 16, in view of the teaching in the 

Lichtenstein's reference because this would provide new and improved 
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apparatus for highlighting projected graphics with a simply controlled multi 
graphic overlay as taught by Lichtenstein (col. 2, lines 16-19). 

As to claims 3 and 7 f Lichtenstein teaches a first control unit (a laptop 
computer, fig. 1) executes the control so that the information is exclusively 
displayed on any one of the display device (the projector 10, the display screen 
panel 19, fig. 1) and the operation screen unit (the touch display panel 19, fig. 1). 

As to claims 4 and 8, Okamoto et al teach all of the claimed limitations of 
claims 1 and 5, except for said first display control unit controls display of a first 
item of information on said operation screen unit, and said second display control 
unit controls of a second item of information on said display device. 

However, Lichtenstein teaches a related information processing system 
comprising a first display control unit (a control electronics 12, fig. 1, col. 10, lines 
42-43) controls the touch display panel 19 (fig. 1), and a second display control 
unit (controllers subsystems 16 and 17, fig. 1, col. 13, lines 48-49) controls the 
projector 10 (fig. 1). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to replace the touch display device in Okamoto et al with the 
remote control touch panel assembly 22 (fig. 1, col. 6, lines 30-31) including 
control electronics 12 (fig. 1) controls remote touch display panel assembly 22 
(fig. 1), and controllers subsystems 16 and 17 (fig. 1) controls the projector 10 
(fig. 1 ), in view of the teaching in the Lichtenstein's reference because this would 
provide new and improved apparatus for highlighting projected graphics with a 
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simply controlled multi graphic overlay as taught by Lichtenstein (col. 2, lines 16- 
19). 

Moreover, where the claimed differences involve substitution of interchangeable 
equivalents and the reason for the selection of one equivalent for another was not to 
solve an existent problem such substitution has been judicially determined to have been 
obvious. See In re Ruff. 118 USPQ 343 (CCPA 1958) . 

8. Claims 14 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Okamoto et al in view of Lichtenstein, and further in view of Martin (previously 
cited, US 5,448,263). 

As to claims 14 and 25, the combination of Okamoto et al and Lichtenstein 

teaches all of the claimed limitations of claims 9 and 20, except for other display 

devices. 

However, Martin teaches a connection module (a computer 5, fig. 1) 
coupling to other display devices 13 and 15 (fig. 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify each Okamoto et al's and Lichtenstein's 
control electronics for coupling other display devices, in view of the teaching in 
the Martin's reference because this would provide every participant to input 
information immediately and to have such information displayed at each other 
site quickly and easily as taught by Martin (col. 5, lines 2-6). 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed April 28, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues features in the independent claims 1, 5, 9, 16, 18, 
19, 20, 26 and 27 that are newly recited. Thus, new grounds of rejection have been 
used. See the rejections above. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin M. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7697. The examiner can normally be reached on MON-THU from 8:00-6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick N. Edouard can be reached on 571-272-7603. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the Patent Application Information Retrieval system, see 
http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 
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